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demolished  or  claimed  by  the  government  for  other  purposes. 


(1979]). 


aHocAtion  of  himstny  in  ihe  USSR  would  be  to  study  the  disttibutiun  of  housing  for  i^slitutionaM^ed  individuals^  and  mfjbile  (niari^vrefiiiyi )  housing, 

housing  wwng  various  income  groups  and  social  stiata.  Unturtunatelyi  Soviet  More  than  98t  of  the  Berkeley-Ouke  survey  respondents  resided  either  in 

sources  fail  to  provide  this  information.  Perhaps  for  this  reason  no  apartments  or  in  privately  owned  houses,  for  this  reason  we  wiH  concentrate 

systematic  analysis  of  housing  distribution  in  the  USSR  has  been  published  in  on  these  two  housing  categories, 

the  West.  This  paper  will  attempt  to  fill  this  gap  by  utilising  data  from 


youth  housing  '"ompleaes;  military  Quarters;  prisons  and  otiicr  types  of  '  p  greater  than  the  population  means,  these  d  isc*  ( panr  n  s  ran  t'pli'ned 


jnisreport  the  dmount  of  )ivtn9  space  in  their  houses  to  authorities  because 
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the  spouses.  '  resuUs  of  H»e  regressions  conlilning 


JU  squdf  e  iiK'ter  dpdi  tiwtit  for  least  the  same  for  the  Southerners. 
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bathroom,  ,  the  average  famUy  sue  of  3.3  for  the  Soviet  uihan  t*r»piilal  ion) .  Ihttefore, 


second  econo»i>.  Ihus,  if  a  hunsehofd  pays  a  bi  ibe  lo  increase  its  hoiisiny 


quUe  arbitrarily  to  ose  a  discount  rate  of  .11**  applied  to  pro  capita  living 


this  presenidt  ion.  Other  survey  dila  lelevant  to  tiuiisiiig  cooper  alWes  are 


t.  ’  S»W<ua  ot 

J  JkpafUffli* 

thi$  presentdt  1UO.  Other  survey  datd  relevant  to  tumsing  cooperatives  are  )  (Survey  li*l4  trliri  5«pl<) 

shov«n  in  Table  8. 


¥U  fl##;.  foJ  fsiUaU*  ol  »h*ii  pritei  Uvttf 
Sevift  data  iff  Iraal  n?H). 


inhibits  market  forces  in  d is t'lbut ion  of  cooperative  apartments  there.  7he 


solve  the  "housing  problem"  mdiiilj'  throuyh  stale  tovestinents,  iodivldually  housing  categories.  Also,  somewhat  more  variance  in  per  capita  living  space 

owned  housing  constituted  23.2%  of  the  urban  housing  Slock  in  1984.  In  19/7  -  observed  among  private  owners  (see  Table  6).  :»he  survey  data  concerning 

the  year  pwst  relevant  to  our  survey  -  491  mi 1 1  ion  squar  e  meters  of  housing  privately  owned  housing  are  shown  in  Table  10. 
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AssocUteil  with  procurement  of  more  space  In  a  cooperative  flat  or  a  private 


Huoyary.  Howivcr  ,  while  the  suhsirty  is  not  iici  s  a’  1 1>  In 


parille)  markets,  even  ui  absence  of  risk,  is  questionable.  In  addition, 
the  risk  present  tn  each  significant  parallel  market  tiansaction  In  the 
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?9.  See  for  exf^mple  Slahf  <ind  Alexeev  (  1985]. 
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